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expelled from his hereditary lands, the Palatinate. Then James
was moved to action, but justified his intervention on the ground
that he could not suffer ill treatment of his children, and
consequently went to war to effect reparation for the injuries
inflicted on them.1 There is no evidence at all that he ever con-
sidered whether the true interests of England or of protestantism
demanded that a war be waged to recover the Palatinate. It is
also typical of the dynastic control of foreign policy that the
Spanish match should ultimately have broken down over the
question of the restitution of the Palatinate.
At his accession the immediate question James had to answer
was whether he would continue the war with Spain, which had
been going on for nearly twenty years. By the treaty of 1598
England was allied with the United Provinces against Spain,
but was not pledged to furnish any specific armed assistance
to the Dutch in their struggle for independence. They acknow-
ledged the debt to England of £8oOjOoo3 left the three 'cautionary*
towns of Flushing, Brill, and Rammekcns in English hands as
security, and took into their pay the regiments hitherto main-
tained by the queen under the treaty of 1585. Henceforth these
soldiers were to take the oath of allegiance to the United Pro-
vinces and thus enter upon a new phase of their long and
honourable service in the Dutch armies.2 There was no longer
any compelling reason why England should make further sacri-
fices for the Dutch, who were able to hold their own, and prudence
suggested that she might now withdraw. Other factors, how-
ever, had equal weight in the decision to abandon the war.
James, like all the Stuarts, disliked and despised the Dutch.
In his eyes they were rebels,3 and this was the unforgivable sin
to a monarch who believed implicitly in the theory of the
divine right of kings. Moreover, now that the Spanish invasion
of Ireland had been decisively repulsed, the disputed right to
trade with the Indies was the only issue between England and
Spain* But it js symbolic of James's whole outlook upon foreign
affairs that he was less influenced by these considerations than by
a more personal one: that, as Scotland had taken no part in the
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be encouraged. (Ibid., pp. 40-1. Of. Original Letters* and sen, iii, si6-)

